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170 Book reviews
One may wonder, then, whether control should receive another explana­
tion. Nevertheless, the book by VW combines a thorough argumentation 
and analysis with a wide range of empirical data, extending its scope 
toward other interesting and longstanding questions in Germanic syntax. 
Through its in-depth treatment and remarkable coherence, this book can 
surely be considered a very welcome study in linguistics.
Katholieke Universiteit Leuven d i e t e r  v e r m a n d e r e
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As the subtitle explicitly states, this is a volume of papers presented at 
the Nobel Symposium 82, organised by Jan Svartvik in Stockholm in 
August, 1991. The contributions are grouped together thematically. There 
are three major sections, viz. “Theoretical issues/5 “Corpus design and 
development/5 and “Exploration and application of corpora.” Apart 
from these there is an introductory section, with an introductory paper 
by the editor, in which he describes the current situation with respect to 
corpus linguistics. This is followed by thé “historical conspectus,” with 
a contribution by W, Nelson Francis on the work on corpus linguistics 
carried out before computers were used on any large scale (appropriately 
entitled “Language corpora B C /9 where the C, of course, stands for 
“computers”). The volume is concluded by a Postscript by Sir Randolph 
Quirk, who sums up the topics of the symposium and adds a few thoughts 
about the role played by corpus linguistics and the need for the interaction 
between corpus studies and elicitation procedures.
Each contribution has its own reference section, but there is also a 
very useful “personal names index/5 which puts all the authors referred
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to in the various papers and comments together, with page references. 
This enables the reader to make his/her own cross-references within the 
volume to authors quoted in specific contributions.
In all but a few cases (the obvious three papers just mentioned, as well 
as the contributions by Fillmore and Halliday, which were public lectures 
delivered at the Royal Swedish Academy of Sciences) each paper is 
followed by comments from one of the other participants in the sympo­
sium. The comments were based on presymposium versions of the papers, 
which had been sent out to all the participants before the symposium. 
Commenters were thus able to give detailed comments on the papers. 
However, the comments are always rather brief and in certain cases one 
would have liked the commenter to (have been allowed to) expand on 
their views.
In some cases the comments merely sum up, in other cases they provide 
additional arguments for the points raised in the paper they comment 
on, but in some the comments are critical of the preceding paper. Thus 
Sampson, in his contribution, suggests that from a natural-language- 
processing point o f view a stochastic parser may be preferable to a rule- 
based parser (which he refers to as a “compiler model55 parser), as a rule- 
based parser cannot hope to be able to cope with very low frequency 
structures, which do and will occur in any language and which among 
them make up a sizeable part of the language. Moreover, there are 
structures that have not been adequately described in existing grammars. 
Also, the rules that would be needed, Sampson argues, would have to be 
defined as precisely as for computer programming languages. The rules 
of a natural language are used somewhat more loosely and with more 
imagination by the speakers of that language. Brodda, in his comments 
on this paper, on the other hand, argues that what he calls “production 
systems,5’ which are systems of generalized rewrite rules, are well suited 
for either generation or parsing linguistic structures. They may even be 
t h e  way to describe formal analyses of language. However, the length of 
his comment does not allow him to elaborate on this.
The three major sections provide a broad overview of the kind of 
activities that corpus linguists are involved in. In his Postscript, Quirk 
quotes Dryden by referring to the contents of the volume as “ G od’s 
plenty.” And there is plenty for almost any linguist to be had from it. 
The title of the volume is very appropriate: there is no single direction 
in which corpus linguistics is exclusively evolving. Although some of the 
contributors are a bit hesitant to call themselves corpus linguists (e.g. 
Hasan) the value of corpus study is recognized by all, even though there 
is a wide variety of methodology and purposes. Thus Biber writes about 
his use of corpus data to find out more about referential strategies of
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spoken and written texts, while Hasan uses her corpus data to get more 
grip on the way speakers use their language in very specifically defined 
situations, and how this reflects the society in which they live. Kennedy 
studies corpus data with a view to implications for language teaching, 
whereas Kucera demonstrates the role of corpus research and computa­
tional linguistics in the design of such language tools as spelling or 
grammar correctors.
Anybody who may have had the impression that corpus linguists may 
be interested in different specific applications o f corpus data but are 
otherwise more or less agreed on the approach to  corpus linguistic 
research will find, reading through the various articles, that this is far 
from being the case. Thus we can read in Sinclair’s contribution a plea 
for fully automatic procedures of analysis, w ithout any human interven­
tion, and in which speed of processing should take precedence over 
precision of analysis, Karlsson, in his comment on this paper, points to 
the risk of lowered quality standards if this attitude is adopted. Also 
Aarts, in his comment on Greenbaum's contribution, argues in favor of 
analysis procedures that are interactive, with the hum an analyst interven­
ing wherever necessary. This is necessary, he argues, because in the 
present state of the art we cannot make explicit such contextual knowl­
edge as is needed to enable a computer to determine the contextually 
appropriate interpretation of the utterances it is confronted with.
The space available here does not allow me to discuss any of the 
contributions in this volume in detail. Corpus linguistics is a fascinating 
discipline, with many different aspects. All in all, I think that this volume 
provides an excellent overview of the different views held by those actively 
involved in it. Quirk, in his very last paragraph, remarks that the papers 
in the volume “reveal a certain tension between . . . those who want to 
know as much as possible about language . . , and . . . those who want 
to know as much as possible about what the computer can do . . He 
suggests that the two approaches “ are obviously valid” and “potentially 
complementary,” but also “different and no t just two ways of achieving 
the same goal.” I agree, and can only express the hope that economic 
motives will not direct funding for research toward one at the expense 
o f the other.
University o f  Nijmegen p ie t e r  d e  h a a n
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